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He then said, ‘‘You work in Congress, 

right?’’ 
‘‘Yes, I do.’’ 
‘‘So you go up to Lansing to do 

that?’’ 
‘‘No, Bob, I go up to Washington.’’ 
He said, ‘‘I have something to tell 

you people.’’ 
I was fascinated, so I said, ‘‘What do 

you have?’’ 
He said, ‘‘We have to get the rest of 

the world to like us, and we have to 
stop our reliance on foreign oil. And we 
have to make sure that we don’t tear 
up America’s natural resources trying 
to drill our way out of this problem.’’ 

I looked at Bob and I said, ‘‘Bob, I 
would rather have the world respect 
America, but be that as it may. You 
want people to like America, but you 
have just told them you are not going 
to buy their product because they are 
foreigners. This might be detrimental 
to your cause. And if you are talking 
about not producing American oil, 
where are you going to get the oil to 
compensate for that so as supply in-
creases, prices can come down?’’ 

He then said that he agreed with 
many Democrats that we should have 
OPEC produce more oil. 

I then asked Bob if he understood 
that OPEC is composed of foreigners 
whose oil he no longer wanted to buy 
so we could break America’s reliance 
on foreign oil. The dazed look on his 
face was akin to the one that he had 
probably around 1983 prom night short-
ly before his parents took away the car 
keys for quite some time. 

The reality is we hear circular argu-
ments about what needs to be done. 
Bob is not an exception. Every day 
here on the floor of the Congress we 
hear every excuse in the book as to 
why the American people will not be 
allowed to solve the gas price problem 
and the energy problem. 

As Ronald Reagan once said: In this 
instance, government is not the solu-
tion, government is the problem. 

If the government would just get out 
of the way, remove its regulations, liti-
gation, taxation, and other obstacles to 
the production of American energy by 
entrepreneurs and allow free markets 
to work, the supply of oil will increase. 
It will be American oil. The price will 
start to stabilize as investors within 
the world markets realize that we are 
serious about attaining energy secu-
rity. Gas prices will precipitously fall, 
and not only will the energy problem 
begin to be addressed by the very peo-
ple who can do it best, the American 
people, you will also to start to see 
people understand that there is no 
other alternative than to face the re-
ality that if you want energy security, 
you must concomitantly reduce the bu-
reaucracy. 

Again in a nutshell, if we want to 
help our little guys and gals, get big 
government out of their way, allow 
American energy production, allow for 
commonsense conservation, allow for 
free market innovations as we transi-
tion to energy security and independ-

ence. That is the best thing we can do 
for our constituents and for my friend 
Bob. 

I yield back. 
Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 

think it is important for the American 
people to understand, as incredulous as 
it sounds, the majority, which again is 
run by the Democrats, both in the 
House and in the Senate, have made a 
deliberate decision to do absolutely 
nothing, nothing, nothing to bring 
even one drop of oil or one new watt of 
electricity online for the American 
people. 

I just read this morning in my clips 
in Minnesota that energy went out in 
the afternoon. It was so hot, the de-
mand was so high our energy grid is 
getting overloaded and we haven’t been 
building the new power plants and ex-
ploring for the new energy. 

This is key, Mr. Speaker, for the 
American people to know. The Repub-
licans in Congress have a plan. It is 
American energy, yes. The Democrats 
have said American energy, no. We 
want $2 a gallon gas. We can get there 
if we drill here, drill now, so the Amer-
ican people can pay less. It’s entirely 
possible. 

The Democrat plan has been drive 
less, pay more. It’s not working real 
well, Mr. Speaker. People don’t like 
that plan. They really would like to be 
able to pay $2 a gallon gas, especially 
when they know it is possible. 

We are so grateful we can have this 
opportunity tonight, so grateful. But I 
tell you, the passion burns pretty deep 
in here because we know when we go 
home fairly soon for the August break, 
we have a lot of angry people on our 
hands at home, and they have every 
right to be angry. We are here calling 
on the Democrat Congress, pleading 
with the Democrat Congress, listen to 
the American people. Drill here, drill 
now so the American people can pay 
less. 

f 

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank you. It is always an 
honor to come before the House and 
the 30-Something Working Group, run-
ning some 5 or 6 years strong now, 
coming to the floor on behalf of the 
American people with fact not fiction. 
We know that in this day and time it is 
easy to be misled. And I don’t know if 
it is something that someone means to 
do or doesn’t mean to do, but it hap-
pens sometimes. We take great pride in 
not only having footnotes for what we 
do and what we say, but making sure 
that we have the facts to back up what 
we are sharing with the Members. 

Every 30-Something Working Group 
we start off by sharing with the Mem-
bers what is happening in Iraq. As of 

today, July 16, 2008, by 10 a.m., total 
casualties in Operation Iraqi Freedom 
is 4,121; total number wounded in ac-
tion returned to duty, 16,901; and total 
number wounded in action not return-
ing to duty is 3,508. 

I think it is very important that we 
continue to pay close attention to that 
issue of what is happening right now in 
Iraq and what is happening in many of 
the American families that we cherish 
and celebrate and honor that are mili-
tary families that are having to worry 
about their loved ones in harm’s way. 
We have to keep that at the forefront. 

As you know, over the past 2 weeks 
Members have been coming to the floor 
speaking on the issue of energy. I am 
happy to not only report but continue 
to say it wasn’t until this Democratic 
Congress when it was elected, Mr. 
Speaker, and Members, to lead on be-
half of the American people that once 
upon a time in the 108th Congress and 
109th Congress, we talked about if 
given the opportunity to lead what we 
would do. 

It is one thing in politics to talk 
about if you give me a chance, this is 
what I will do. I will go to Washington, 
DC, and make this or that happen. It is 
a good thing because we have actually 
moved in that direction. 

I couldn’t help but hear my col-
leagues who I have a great deal of re-
spect for, but I may disagree with from 
time to time. I can tell you in light of 
me disagreeing with them, I am just so 
happy that I do have fact on my side 
and on the side of the American people 
because we have been trying to move 
this Congress and we have done so with 
the American people’s help in electing 
a Democratic majority Congress. 

But we have not been able to over-
come the executive branch which is the 
Bush White House. I think it is also 
important for us to understand that 
this whole issue of how we got to $4.30- 
something gas was not engineered by 
anyone on the Democratic side of the 
aisle. I think the policies, the energy 
policies that were set forth by the Bush 
administration, the 2001 meeting which 
took place in Vice President CHENEY’s 
part of the White House, the working 
group on energy, the 108th Congress 
and the 109th Congress who worked 
very hard to, and the Congress before 
that, the Republican-led Congresses 
which worked hard to follow this pol-
icy that the Bush administration set 
out to please oil companies that has 
led us into the prices that we are pay-
ing here today. 

I have to lay that out, Mr. Speaker, 
to get to what Democrats have done. I 
am going to do that very quickly be-
cause I think I am on the side of solu-
tions versus argument. But for the 
Members to understand what the solu-
tions should be and the direction that 
we should be running in at a very fast 
pace or run or sprint is one of fact and 
not fiction. 

You would have a number of Mem-
bers in this Congress believe and the 
American people believe that with two 
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oil men in the White House we would 
have some sort of solution as it relates 
to this issue of oil, but that is not the 
case. 

As we continue to deal with this 
issue of oil only, because it seems like 
that is what the Republican side is 
talking about, it seems to be a part of 
the problem and not the solution. 

If you want to resolve something, 
you have to start looking at doing 
things differently. You can’t do the 
same thing expecting different results. 
When you look at oil and you look at 
the number of those who have given 
their life in Iraq, and the reason why 
Iraq is so important to this country is 
based on energy. If we had action when 
the Bush administration took over the 
executive branch and when the Repub-
licans had the opportunity to lead, 
well, it was already there according to 
economists and others, but if they 
would have had the courage to stand up 
against Big Oil and say no, we know 
what you want, but the studies have 
shown we need to start looking toward 
alternative fuel, we need to start being 
innovative and deal with cafe stand-
ards and make sure that our vehicles 
get more mileage. We have to 
incentivize through tax incentives De-
troit and other auto-making parts of 
America, that we want vehicles that 
run on less fuel. But no, that was not 
the argument. That was not what the 
Republican majority pushed towards. 
They kept pushing towards this kind of 
cake and ice cream experience with the 
oil industry. 

I have nothing against the oil indus-
try. Some neighborhoods they may say 
I am not mad at the oil industry, but I 
think it is important to note that the 
only way they could have gotten away 
with what they have gotten away with 
is with the help of individuals that 
were in those Congresses previous to 
this Congress, the Democratic-led Con-
gress. The only way they got what they 
are celebrating now is because there is 
two oil men in the White House. It is 
well-documented. It is not just me say-
ing that. Anyone can go on the Inter-
net and get this information because 
that’s where their history has been. 

b 2145 

I have a couple of charts here: 8 years 
of Bush, two oil men in the White 
House, $4 a gallon gas. I mean, I just 
leave it up to your imagination. I am 
just one Member of Congress that has a 
theory, not a theory, but following 
fact. 

What are some of the great ideas on 
the other side? Well, let’s drill in the 
Arctic wildlife refuge. Let’s do that. I 
think that’s important. Yes, let’s drill. 
That was last Congress’ argument. 
Some have said this Congress has a so-
lution. I am not talking fiction, I am 
talking fact. 

That would only bring about 1.8 cents 
per gallon savings in 2025. Now that’s 
2025. That’s not talking about right 
now, Members. That’s not talking 
about how families are trying to figure 

out how they are going to, when they 
are looking at their vehicles and know-
ing they are no longer going to be able 
to afford to take their kids to extra-
curricular activities, in some cases not 
even being able to take them to school, 
in some cases having to walk to make 
it to religious events, whichever their 
religion may be, because they can’t af-
ford fuel. 

Some have had to turn off certain 
things like cable television or had to 
do away with certain activities that 
their children were involved in or phil-
anthropic contributions, at their own 
level, but it was just $10 or $50 a month 
to make the world better. They had to 
cut back on that, put it in the tank. 

But this is what the Republicans 
were talking about and Democrats 
fought them back. I talked about the 
2001 meeting that took place in the 
White House. It is well documented, 
well documented. 

I can tell you, when I come back to 
the floor, I am going to bring my chart 
out that I used to bring, actually the 
letter that talked about, and the news 
report, from the Washington Post, it 
talked about the meeting that took 
place in 2001. 

I know this is hard to see for many of 
the Members, but in 2002, that meeting 
started to pay off for Big Oil. Mean-
while, our Republican colleagues, who 
were in the majority, just stood idly 
by, and turned the other cheek. There 
was no problem with oil. There was no 
problem. 

The alternative, why do we have to 
deal with that when we have oil? Why 
do we have to deal with that when we 
have over 143 troops that are in Iraq 
that’s protecting the Iraqi oil, and we 
have our Commander in Chief holding 
the hand of the Saudi Arabian king. We 
have those relationships. 

Meanwhile, our constituents, Mem-
bers, people here in America are not 
celebrating what these oil companies 
are celebrating. Again, I have nothing 
against oil companies, they are doing 
what they do in a capital society, but 
they are only allowed to do this be-
cause of the Republican past Congress. 
Remember, I want to make sure the 
Members know. I’m coming to what we 
did in this Congress and what role you 
played in that solution towards bring-
ing gas prices down, or, what I may 
add, energy prices. 

In 2000, the record-breaking profits of 
some $30 billion; 2003, again, breaking 
records, $59 billion; 2004, $82 billion for 
the oil companies and profits; 2005, $109 
billion in profits; 2006, $118 billion. It’s, 
again, climbing, and in 2007, $23.3 bil-
lion in profits for oil companies based 
on the Republican-led energy initia-
tives. 

Now they are in the minority, they 
are now saying, well, we can’t get what 
we want on the table. They have al-
ready voted to drill in not only envi-
ronmentally sensitive places, but 
places that the oil companies have not 
even started to drill in yet. We just 
gave out a whole bunch of leases to the 

oil companies. They are not even using 
80-some odd percent of those leases 
that have been allowed, they have been 
allowed to drill. They haven’t done it. 

So it’s almost like having a full plate 
of food. Imagine you at home, okay, 
and sitting around the table, Big Oil 
with food just falling off all ends of the 
plate, something real heavy like a big 
steak or something, and mashed pota-
toes and beans, you know, rolling all 
over the table, saying we need more. 
That’s what they are saying as it re-
lates to more leases, more drilling. We 
need more. Okay. 

Imagine the individual that’s going 
there to fill the tank with very little 
on their plate, because they can’t af-
ford to put food on their plate because 
they are too busy paying what we are 
looking at in these record-breaking 
profits for these oil companies, with 
very little on their plate, if anything 
at all. When you start talking about 
more drilling, more drilling, you know, 
it doesn’t add up because you have 
talked about some of these issues. 

Let me just mention something here. 
I am so glad that I got this because I 
asked for it. I couldn’t happen but see 
the President yesterday quoted in his 
press conference. We started talking 
about issues as it relates to oil, I mean, 
drilling. The President says a lot, so 
it’s kind of hard to try to deal with 
what he is saying. But he said that, in 
so many words, and I will go ahead, be-
cause it’s a lot of words here that he 
used to describe one thing, in his re-
marks, he said that drilling will not 
deal with the oil prices tomorrow. It 
won’t give us the relief that we’re look-
ing for. 

That’s what the President said yes-
terday on his press conference. Now 
you can go on pretty much to cnn.com, 
any other Web site that would have the 
transcript, but basically we pull these 
remarks from the transcript. I want to 
make sure that we get a chart so that 
people can see it, and we may want to 
put it on our Web site. 

Now, on the Democratic side, we 
have talked about a number of initia-
tives. Our comprehensive strategy has 
been about not only incentivizing wind, 
solar, geothermal, hydro and Amer-
ican-grown biofuels, but also promote 
energy, like I mentioned, energy effi-
ciency, efficient cars, buildings. The 
greening of the Capitol is already 
under way and has happened. Actually, 
I wrote a piece this month in the Cap-
ital File Magazine talking about what 
we are doing here in the Capitol to 
green the Capitol and save our environ-
ment and lead by example. 

The Speaker is leading that in a very 
special way, making homes and appli-
ances more energy efficient, boosting 
American innovation and research, re-
ward conservation, expedite respon-
sible American drilling and also telling 
Big Oil to use it or lose it. Basically, 
when you are looking at all the leases 
that are out there, all the opportuni-
ties that Big Oil has right now, but, 
better yet, it’s almost like what we 
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call the Potomac two-step, because I 
think that’s what the Republican side 
is doing and the White House is doing. 

They are saying drill, drill, drill, be-
cause, guess what, that’s what’s been 
putting gas in their tank, I think, po-
litically, because the oil companies be-
lieve that they are our friends. 

The Democrats, they are the prob-
lem, because we are talking about al-
ternative fuel. We are talking about 
conserving. We are talking about in-
vesting in the Midwest versus the Mid-
dle East. So we are disrupting, when I 
say we, the American people who voted 
for this new Congress that we celebrate 
now, voted for this fact-not-fiction 
Congress, voted for this new-direction 
Congress, they voted for change. Re-
publicans are still here singing a song 
that these oil companies have put on a 
sheet and started talking about we 
need to drill to create jobs. 

Well, guess what, why haven’t they 
done it with all of the leases that are 
out there right now and all of the jobs 
that need to be created. If Big Oil, 
based on the profits that they have 
made, can turn this whole economy 
around and take us out of this reces-
sion that some speak of, just with the 
snap of their fingers, but, guess what, 
there is something that we call stock-
holders. They want their money. 

They want those dollars to be placed. 
They don’t want to employ people. 
That will have something to do with 
my bottom line. So when folks start 
coming to the floor and start talking 
about oh, we drill $2 gas, I look forward 
to that. But we are going to get there 
doing the same thing, doing the same 
thing expecting different results. 

It’s almost like going to the refrig-
erator, pulling out a carton of milk and 
saying oh, wow, it’s spoiled, put it back 
in, maybe it will be fresh tomorrow. 
That doesn’t make sense. It doesn’t 
make sense to keep doing the same 
thing. 

Now, let me just mention here what 
we have done, and this is, as I under-
stand, on the Speaker’s Web site, 
www.speaker.gov. I think this is impor-
tant because this is in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD and also Congressional 
Action. Now law because of what the 
Democrats have done here. The farm 
bill which is an historic investment in 
affordable biofuel and also beefed up 
oversight on market manipulation. 
House bill 2419. The President’s veto 
was overridden. 

Now this is the President. You would 
think, you out there paying this gas, 
you are paying this big-time deal for 
gas. We are trying to find some com-
petition for Saudi Arabia and other 
OPEC countries saying, guess what, 
we’re not going to have to hold your 
hand walking down some park, our 
Commander in Chief. We’re not going 
to have to go to war in the Middle East 
because we have to protect the oil so 
that we can continue to run our vehi-
cles. We’re going to come up with our 
own bill. We’re going to come up with 
our own way of building energy in a 
clean way. 

And to those that believe in shipping 
jobs overseas, we’re going to create 
green jobs while we’re at it. We are 
going to make sure that Americans 
have jobs from those that just have a 
GED or no high school diploma at all, 
to those that are architects and have 
postgraduate studies and who have 
gone on to do so many things in our so-
ciety, everyone gets to work in a green 
society. That’s what we are creating, 
and that’s what that farm bill moved, 
but we had to override the President on 
May 21, 2008, with a vote of 316–108, and 
the Democrats moved in that direction. 

I think it’s important that everyone 
understand what’s taking place here, 
because when folks come to the floor 
and talk about they have the answer, 
many of these individuals have not 
even voted for the bills that would do 
exactly what they are talking about 
doing. This is fact. That’s not fiction. 
Thanks to the Members, we did over-
ride with some Republican support. 
But if it wasn’t for the Democratic 
leadership, this would have never, 
never happened. 

The veto threat, Renewable Energy 
and Jobs Act, H.R. 6049, passed on May 
21. The Democrats, we voted 263–160. I 
think it’s important that everyone un-
derstands that that vote came about 
with 228 Democrats voting in the af-
firmative versus 35 Republicans voting 
in the affirmative with 159 Republicans 
voting against it. 

Another veto threat, which is Gas 
Price Relief for Consumers Act holding 
OPEC, which is, you know, the oil com-
panies accountable for price fixing, 
H.R. 6074, again. We have the President 
that has put out a veto threat. That 
bill passed the House on May 20, this 
year, 324 voting in the affirmative, 84 
Republicans voting against it, now law. 
This is the legislation that we put 
forth, never would have been law if we 
wouldn’t have put it forth. When I say 
we, I’m saying the Democrats here in 
Congress. 

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
Fill Suspension and Consumer Protec-
tion Act, H.R. 6022. I think it’s impor-
tant that you look at this. It passed 
May 13, 2008, some 385–25. I think it’s 
important that we look at the fact that 
all Democrats voted for it, 223 voting, 
Republicans voted in the affirmative, 
162–25. That issue, that’s now law. 

Repeal subsidies to profit-rich big oil 
companies, invest in renewable energy 
and fuel efficiency, H.R. 5351, passed 
February 27. It passed by a 236 vote, 182 
voting against the legislation. 219 
Democrats voted in the affirmative, 8 
voted against. The Republicans, 17 
voted for, 174 voted against. You have 
got to think about that, you have got 
to think about the whole issue, and 
that has been threatened by the Presi-
dent that he is going to veto it. 

Now, we start talking about the prof-
its that we use, because the real issue 
is that we need money to come up with 
alternative fuel. But, again, when it 
comes down to standing up to Big Oil, 
cricket sounds on the other side. You 

know, all bold when it’s talking about 
what Democrats won’t let us do. That’s 
interesting, because I have been in 
Congress under Republican leadership 
for 4 years, and I have only been in 
Congress for a year and some change 
under the Democratic leadership and I 
can’t believe some of the arguments 
that are coming out on the other side 
about what they can’t do when they’ve 
had all of these years to do it. 

The American people, I am not talk-
ing about Democrats, I am talking 
about Republicans. I am talking about 
independents. I am taking about first- 
time voters, and say, guess what, if you 
are going to do what you do for Big Oil, 
then we’re going to find somebody else 
to represent us, and they did. 

b 2200 

And the numbers within the double 
digits on the Republican side are now 
watching me here on the floor, talking 
to the Members, Mr. Speaker, because 
they made the wrong decisions because 
they followed leadership. We’re going 
to talk about that in a minute right 
after this chart. They followed their 
Republican leadership that led them 
into a hole, and that hole is right in 
the La-Z-Boy at home, checking this 
fact-not fiction piece that I’m giving 
here on the floor. When you look at 
that vote, that’s telling in itself. 

Now law. Energy independence law 
and market manipulation banned and 
new vehicle mileage standards: H.R. 6. 
It was passed on December 18 of 2007. 
314 votes. The Democrats voted in the 
affirmative. 100 voted against, Repub-
licans. 219 Democrats voted in the af-
firmative. Only 4 Democrats voted 
against it. Republicans were 95 voting 
in the affirmative and 96 voting against 
it. That’s now law. It never would have 
been if it weren’t for a Democratic-led 
Congress bringing about that kind of 
justice on behalf of the American peo-
ple. 

The America Competes Act with en-
ergy, research and the development of 
clean energy and technologies: H.R. 
2272. It passed into law—it is now law— 
on August 2, 2007. 369 Democrats voted 
in the affirmative. There was an over-
all vote of 369 to 57 Republicans who 
voted against it. 

Veto threat. Crack down on gas price 
gouging. Like my pastor would say, 
I’m going to read that again. Crack 
down on gas price gouging: H.R. 1252. It 
passed on May 23 of 2007 with 284 voting 
in the affirmative and 141 voting 
against it. On the Democrat side, 228 
voting in the affirmative, 1 Democrat 
voting against it. On the Republican 
side, 56 Republicans voting for it, 140 
against it. 

That’s part of the solution there. I 
think that’s something we need to look 
at and something that the President 
has said that he’s going to veto. 

Veto threat, holding OPEC account-
able, oil price fixing, again, that’s 
standing up to Big Oil. That’s standing 
up to the Middle East, saying we’re no 
longer going to let you lead us by the 
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nose. We’re going to take responsi-
bility for our own energy. It passed 
May 22, 2007 with 345 voting in the af-
firmative and 72 voting against. The 
President has said that he’s going to 
veto it. 

Now, when we start talking about 
who’s doing what and who’s not, you 
may see these pieces of paper here, but 
basically, we just covered up the names 
of the Republican leadership because 
that’s just a personal policy of mine, 
Mr. Speaker. I just don’t want to, you 
know, ‘‘out’’ these individuals because, 
I think, the record speaks for itself, 
but I’m still making the point, and 
they know who they are. 

This is the Republican leadership 
from top to bottom, and I think that 
it’s important that everyone pays at-
tention to this. As to some of the legis-
lation that I read off, these very indi-
viduals voted against it, and I think 
that’s the reason we see the kind of 
discourse from the other side of the 
aisle in talking about the old direction 
versus the new direction. They will 
throw some new direction stuff in 
there, knowing that, you know, they 
really don’t mean it. You know, we had 
the opportunity to do it, but we didn’t 
do it, but we’re going to criticize the 
other side and say they haven’t done it. 

We have done it. It is the body of sev-
eral pieces of legislation that have not 
only become law but that are in the 
process of becoming law if there were a 
President in the White House who 
would allow it to become law. 

You remember that old bill on Cap-
itol Hill. This goes down to the major-
ity leader. This goes all the way down 
to the whip and to the Republican Con-
ference Chair. We have the policy 
Chairs and all. If you will look at when 
it came down to OPEC price fixing, the 
two top leaders on the Republican side 
voted against that legislation. The No. 
5 leadership, No. 6 and No. 7 voted 
against it. 

When you look at the price-gouging 
legislation that we passed, when we 
were looking for that leadership of 
coming together in a bipartisan way, 
the top Republican leader voted 
against it. The whip voted against it. 
The third in charge voted against it. 
The fifth in charge voted against it. 
The sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth 
voted against it and on down the line. 
This is not fiction. This is fact, okay? 
This is the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Renewable energy. The first man 
voted against it over on the Republican 
side and the second, third, fourth, fifth, 
sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth, all 
the way down. Now, if I’m wrong, 
somebody come and tell me I’m wrong. 
I don’t think so. This is in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Energy security. The top voted 
against it. If you jump down, No. 4 
voted against it as well as No. 5, No. 6, 
No. 7, and No. 8. 

So, when folks come to the floor and 
start talking about ‘‘we have a plan’’ 
and ‘‘we know the answer,’’ show me 
the beef, like that Wendy’s commercial 

used to go. You know, it used to say, 
‘‘Now show me the beef.’’ I want to 
know where it is. I don’t see it. 

I’ve just come to the floor just to 
share a little bit because I’m glad that 
my constituents in the 17th Congres-
sional District from South Florida fed-
eralized me to come here to provide 
this kind of representation and to be 
able to shed light on the action that 
has taken place. It’s not over yet. We 
don’t have everything that we need to 
be able to do the things that we need to 
do on behalf of our constituents be-
cause we still have some rules over in 
the other body across the hall, and we 
still have the issue in the White House 
as it relates to the two architects, if I 
could put it that way, of our energy 
plan now, who are defending that plan 
to the end. They have talked about 
they’re not going to do some of the 
things that we feel should be done now, 
things that a number of people have 
said that would help. 

We talked about a number of issues 
as they relate to our passage of legisla-
tion, but one thing I left out on that 
chart that I think we need to share 
with the Members tonight is the Drill 
Responsibly in Leased Lands Act, 
which is called the DRILL Act. It man-
dates annual lease sales in the Alaska 
National Petroleum Reserve. It also 
has more oil than the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge, and the oil can be 
brought to the market more quickly. 

It requires the Bush administration 
to facilitate the competition of oil 
pipeline infrastructure in the Reserve 
and to facilitate the construction of 
the Alaskan natural gas pipeline, and 
it bans the export of Alaskan oil out-
side of the U.S. 

It also incorporates the ‘‘use it or 
lose it’’ legislation. I can tell you that 
it is compelling oil companies to start 
drilling on the 68 million acres of unde-
veloped Federal oil reserves which they 
are currently warehousing or they are 
losing the ability to obtain the new 
leases. I think that it’s important that 
we deal with those issues sooner rather 
than later. 

Before I get into another part of my 
talk, here is my good friend, Rep-
resentative ARCURI, from the great 
State of New York. We have been to a 
number of places together. We’ve been 
to Iraq, and we’ve also been on some 
other defense-related visits. I’m so glad 
that he’s here to share a little bit 
about this issue of energy. 

Mr. ARCURI. I thank my friend for 
yielding. Although it has been a couple 
of years since I was 30-something, I ap-
preciate your yielding me some time. 

Thank you for being here tonight and 
for talking about some reasonable posi-
tions that we’re taking with respect to 
energy in this country. It’s sad. I’ve 
been here for the past couple of hours, 
listening to my colleagues and to my 
friends from the other side of the aisle 
who were talking about their percep-
tion of what Congress is doing. It’s sad 
because it’s a real revisionist sort of 
perception because they see it from a 

perspective that, frankly, just isn’t the 
case. 

When they say that nothing is being 
done, frankly, I don’t know what 
they’re talking about or what they’re 
seeing, because there are a number of 
things being done. They may not be the 
things that they would like to see 
done, but clearly, a number of steps 
have been taken, and I think they are 
steps that are practical and smart and 
wise. 

One of the things that troubles me is 
that the only thing we hear from the 
other side of the aisle is drill, drill, 
drill. All they ever talk about is drill, 
and that presumes that we are going to 
be drilling for oil and that we are going 
to be reliant upon oil. You know, that’s 
what put us in the situation we’re in 
now—the reliance upon a finite re-
source that is not going to last forever. 
They want to continue to drill, and it’s 
important. 

I was just reading an article, and it 
talks about how important it is to 
drill. I support drilling. I think we 
should drill. There are 68 million acres 
that are available to drill on, and we 
should be drilling on them. We should 
be drilling in Alaska on the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve. That’s why they 
call it the ‘‘petroleum reserve,’’ be-
cause there’s petroleum there. We can 
be drilling there. We should be drilling 
there. The oil companies can do it. 
Why aren’t they doing it? Well, if their 
companies are making the biggest prof-
its in the history of their business, why 
would they do anything differently? 

That’s why we have backed legisla-
tion that says ‘‘use it or lose it.’’ It’s 
the same thing that we do for the coal 
companies. If they have reserves, if 
they have leases on the properties, 
they should very well be drilling on 
them. 

You know, recently, I spoke to a 
group of teenagers, high school stu-
dents, in an organization called Boys 
State, in New York State. There were 
about 600 young boys, and I was speak-
ing to them, and I was talking to them 
about how important it will be in the 
future for energy policy to be focused 
on not just finite resources but on the 
future. 

It’s interesting because, when you 
talk to young people about the future, 
when you talk to young people about 
renewables, when you talk to young 
people about geothermal, about wind 
power, about solar power, and about 
cellulosic ethanol, they get it. It oc-
curred to me that our generation got it 
back in the ’70s. When everybody was 
talking about the energy crisis back in 
the ’70s, we got it. We understood ex-
actly what needed to be done. Only it 
wasn’t done, and the last generation 
passed the problem on to us. Now it is 
our responsibility to do something, not 
to pass it on, not to just drill, drill, 
drill, drill, and then in 10 years or in 15 
years have our children and our grand-
children have to deal with the very 
same problems that we’re dealing with 
today. 
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We need to have a responsible, rea-

sonable energy policy. That’s the dif-
ference between what our side of the 
aisle is developing and what the other 
side of the aisle is developing. They’re 
not developing an energy policy. Drill, 
drill, drill is not an energy policy. You 
cannot drill your way to energy inde-
pendence. All you can do is become 
more dependent. 

I’m a former D.A., and it’s a lot like 
being addicted to drugs. When you see 
drug dealers, people who are addicted 
to drugs, all they want are more and 
more drugs. We can not be addicted to 
oil. We can’t just constantly look for 
more and more oil. That is part of the 
solution, but it is only a part of the so-
lution. 

It’s also the renewables. It’s natural 
gas. It’s geothermal. It is cellulosic 
ethanol. It’s biofuels. That is the fu-
ture. That is what our country should 
be looking at. That’s real energy pol-
icy. That’s the futuristic kind of en-
ergy policy that I want to pass on to 
my children so that my children don’t 
have to be saddled with the same prob-
lems that our generation is saddled 
with. Those are the kinds of things 
that we should be doing, as any good 
parent would do. 

I heard my colleagues a little earlier 
talking about natural gas reserves. I’m 
fortunate to represent an area in Up-
state New York that actually has one 
of the largest shale deposits of natural 
gas, the Marcellus Shale Deposit, 
which extends from northern Pennsyl-
vania into southern New York and into 
eastern Ohio. 

There, the Federal Government 
doesn’t control or own any of that 
land. That’s privately owned by farm-
ers, by individuals, and we’re starting 
to see some oil companies leasing 
small amounts of that property. Well, 
there’s no governmental regulation 
here. There’s no difficulty in terms of 
getting leases. If the energy companies 
want to come out and get the leases, 
they can do it. It is available to them. 
So, when we hear these arguments that 
Congress is putting some kinds of limi-
tations on the ability of energy compa-
nies to drill, that just isn’t the case. 
That isn’t factual. 

What we need to develop in this 
country is a real long-term energy pol-
icy that deals not only with the short 
term but with the middle term and 
with the long term. There are a couple 
of other points that I think are very 
important that I would just like to 
touch on. 

Recently, we passed a piece of legis-
lation that required the President to 
stop buying into the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. That was critically im-
portant. Additionally, we need to do a 
little more. Perhaps we need to have 
the President release some of the pe-
troleum that is in the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. 

b 2215 

You know, it’s there for a reason. It’s 
there for an emergency. I would say 

there is an emergency that we’re in 
today. And perhaps that’s the kind of 
thing that the President should be 
looking at now. 

Additionally, in Congress we’ve 
taken some intermediate steps like we 
reappropriated the Amtrak bill. That’s 
critical. We’ve passed legislation that 
provides for rural mass transit. In a 
time when energy prices are high, peo-
ple are going to rely more upon mass 
transit. 

That is the kind of strategy that we 
need, a full-scale energy strategy that 
deals not just with drilling, that deals 
not just with nuclear, that deals not 
just with renewables, but across the 
board. 

So I think that is clearly what the 
Democratic majority is working to-
wards. It’s working towards trying to 
move America off our addiction to fi-
nite resources like gas and oil and 
move it into something that makes 
more sense for our future, for our chil-
dren, and for our grandchildren. 

I would like to thank the gentleman 
very much for yielding the time to me. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. No problem. 
Anytime you’re ready, Mr. ARCURI. I’m 
no longer 30, but I’m part of the 
‘‘Something’’ part. So you’re always 
welcome in the 30-Something Working 
Group. And I want to thank you for 
bringing those facts to the floor. I 
think it’s important the more Members 
we get from different parts of the coun-
try sharing what they know, what 
their constituents share with them 
when they go back home, I think it’s 
important for the Members to hear 
that. The diversity of ideas makes this 
body great. 

We do have some great ideas coming 
from the other side of the aisle, too, 
but it’s important that we don’t do an 
us-against-them kind of atmosphere. I 
believe in bipartisanship. We’ve had 
more bipartisanship votes on major 
pieces of legislation in the 110th Con-
gress than we have had in the previous 
Congresses. I think that’s what the 
American people are looking for, Mr. 
Speaker, and I think that’s what the 
Members would like to have. 

But in a time of crisis, the last thing 
that we need to do is to have the kind 
of dragging down of efforts that we’re 
trying to carry out, of saying, Well, the 
Democrats won’t allow us to do this; 
they will not allow us to do that. If it’s 
a body of a piece of legislation, just be-
cause one of your Members doesn’t 
need that legislation doesn’t mean that 
it’s bad legislation. 

We’re in the majority just like the 
Republicans were in the majority once 
upon a time. And we’re leading on be-
half of the American people. A number 
of the votes that we’ve taken on en-
ergy, we celebrate a number of Repub-
lican votes being with us on those 
votes. That’s the reason some of them 
become law. That’s the reason why we 
are able to override the President. 

So we cannot defend the actions of 
the President when he’s wrong, and I 
commend some of my colleagues on the 

other side of being a part of that, but 
there are a number in double digits, 
and sometimes, you know, into the 
hundreds that defend the President to 
protect the White House. We’re not up 
here to protect the White House. If it’s 
a Democrat or Republican there, we 
weren’t sent up here to say, ‘‘Oh, we’re 
here to protect the White House.’’ 
We’re here to protect the American 
people. So I think that’s important. 

I want to mention a few things of 
what we’ve done as Democrats. 

I’m going to read, Mr. Speaker, from 
the 2008 letter on July 8 that the 
Speaker sent the President about the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, which we 
call the SPR, signed bipartisan legisla-
tion into law that I talked about ear-
lier to urge the President to release 
some of the oil, that refined fuel, from 
the Strategic Oil Reserve. Now this is 
not the first time. This is not some-
thing that the Speaker said, Oh, let’s 
just do this because of the first time 
that we would have ever done it in the 
country. That’s not the case. Desert 
Shield, Desert Storm drawdown by 
George W. Bush I, withdraw from the 
Strategic Oil Reserve on January 17, 
1991. That brought gas prices down. 

Also, we started looking at President 
Bill Clinton in 2000, released 30 million 
barrels from the Strategic Oil Reserve, 
and I will talk about what it did to gas 
prices. It happened then. 

And in 2005, this President, President 
Bush, after Hurricane Katrina drew 
down, offered some 30 million gallons 
out of there which brought prices 
down. I think that it’s important that 
everyone understands that. 

The President can make a decision 
that can bring gas prices down now. 
Will it be forever? No, it will not be 
forever. Is the Reserve at 97 percent 
full? Yes, it is. Authorities said that it 
should be at 85 percent. But we’re at 97 
percent. 

What’s happening right now, prob-
ably not to the Members of this Cham-
ber because we’re paid beyond what the 
average Americans would be paid, over 
some $160,000, and a lot of our travel is 
per diem travel as we move around our 
districts, reimbursement for gas. The 
Members here are probably not af-
fected. But for those individuals who 
don’t have per diem reimbursement, for 
those individuals who know what it 
means to punch in every day and punch 
out every day, for those individuals 
that are trying to make it from point 
A to point B, who have a family mem-
ber with a health care crisis and have 
to make the decision whether you’re 
going to make that hour-long trip or 
not based on the price of gas, being 
able to release fuel from the Strategic 
Oil Reserve would be the right thing to 
do. 

What happens? We’re talking fact, 
not fiction. Using the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve, it brings down prices of 
oil. In 1991, did I mention earlier? It 
brought it down 33.4 percent. In 2000, it 
brought it down 18.7 percent. In 2005, it 
brought it down 9.1 percent. And it 
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would even bring it down even more if 
we were to do it now. 

I say all of that, Mr. Speaker and 
Members, that as we start looking at 
alternative fuel, as we start looking at 
what Big Oil should be doing versus 
trying to say this is the last day of 
school, let’s get more leases and push 
this kind of drill thing as though that’s 
the answer—because if that was the an-
swer, we wouldn’t be at over $4 a gallon 
that individuals are paying for gas. If 
you are fortune enough to have a Pon-
tiac Grand Prix, it costs $62.74 for you 
to fill it up, leave alone someone that 
may have a Honda Accord. An Accord, 
it costs $68.26. If you happen to have a 
Chevy Impala, lucky enough to have 
one, $62.73 and $2,798 a year. 

A Chevy Suburban, many small busi-
nesses have to be able to move around 
big loads. You have $124 at the pump, 
some $4,391 that one may spend a year. 
A Ford Escape costs $60.88 to be able to 
fill up, and many small businesses have 
Ford F10 trucks that cost $113.83 to be 
able to fill that up. 

I think that’s important. For those 
individuals who are paying through the 
nose right here, right now understand 
what it means. 

I’m going to close with this. A lot of 
air travel. A lot of people want to take 
trips this summer. Cannot take those 
trips, cannot reunite with family, can-
not go on that business trip that they 
needed to go on to be able to keep that 
small business going because of the 
prices of flying on airlines right now, 
leave alone trying to take something 
with you. You get to the airport, now 
that’s $35, sometimes $50, sometimes 
$100 to carry a bag on the plane to 
check it, to get on the plane. 

You better get some water because if 
you’re trying to get water on the plane, 
that’s $5, leave alone a bag of mixed 
nuts or some sort of potato chips. They 
even sell them now, I mean it’s almost 
like $10 a pack, okay. Leave alone the 
price of the ticket. 

And what we find out from the chair-
man of Transportation, if we were to 
go into the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, it would be a $10 drop in the 
price per barrel of oil as a result. It 
would save $420 million per year for 
Northwest Airlines. You got folks get-
ting laid off because folks walking 
around here talking about drilling only 
and not talking about some of the 
things we could do now to be able to 
save this economy. 

It would bring about also a $840 mil-
lion saving per year to United Airlines, 
a $900 million savings for American 
Airlines, another airline that’s laid off 
thousands of people. 

So when we look at this, we’re look-
ing at what we’re paying because of the 
inaction of the White House. All we can 
do is put pressure on the White House. 
We ask our friends on the other side to 
join us on that. Some have. We’re ask-
ing for more to do so. We’re asking for 
the American people to not only work 
in a way of moving in a more greener 
way, but we also want to incentivize 
you in doing that. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, it’s always a 
great honor to come before the House. 
I’m glad that Mr. ARCURI joined me for 
a short while tonight, and we want to 
thank not only the Democratic leader-
ship but all the Members of Congress 
that are about the solution as it re-
lates to these gas prices, as it relates 
to moving in the direction, a new direc-
tion we look at in alternative energy; 
and it will be a brighter day not only 
for this country but also as it relates 
to the whole military issue that I will 
talk about the next time we come to 
the floor. I’m talking about what the 
military spends, which is the largest 
consumer of energy and which may 
save fuel on the face of the earth when 
it comes down to one entity. 

With that, we yield back the balance 
of our time. 

f 

GREAT AMERICANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania). 
Under the Speaker’s announced policy 
of January 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
being recognized to address you here on 
the floor of the United States Congress. 

All of this subject matter that we 
have before us, we have weighty deci-
sions here before this Congress. As we 
prepare to go forward into a Presi-
dential election, these issues come 
more and more to the focus. 

But also I know that while we are de-
liberating on our intense issues that 
will set the destiny of America, we 
have great Americans that have served 
in this Congress that have helped set 
the destiny and direction of this coun-
try as well. And as we move towards 
those dates, it’s important that we rec-
ognize those people. 

One of those folks that is among that 
group I’m talking about is with us here 
tonight, Mr. Speaker, and that’s the 
gentleman from California, the rank-
ing member of the Armed Services 
Committee, the former chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, a brave pa-
triot in his own right. 

I would be happy to yield so much 
time as he may consume to Mr. DUN-
CAN HUNTER of California. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding, and I’m ready to give him 
more time with that wonderful intro-
duction, one that I don’t deserve. But I 
thank the gentleman. 

I asked Mr. KING to let me take a lit-
tle time from his time tonight to talk 
about a couple of wonderful individ-
uals. The first person I would like to 
mention is, of course, a lady who has 
been a wonderful representative from 
my office for many years in Imperial 
County, which was a big part of my 
congressional district for many years, 
and that’s Carole Starr. And Carole 
Starr, when I got my congressional dis-
trict moved out to Imperial County 
from San Diego County and went lit-
erally all the way from the Pacific 

Ocean to the Colorado River to Ari-
zona, taking in the entire Mexican- 
California border, I found that I had a 
brand new constituency. It’s a lot like 
the gentleman’s from Iowa. 

I had a large farming constituency, a 
community in Imperial County with 
people of great character and people 
with lots of issues that were vastly dif-
ferent than the issues of folks who live 
in San Diego, but also people with a 
wonderful sense of patriotism. In that 
big valley, Imperial Valley, we had the 
Naval Air Facility where the Blue An-
gels train in the wintertime, and where 
we now have one of the best training 
grounds of any location in the United 
States. We’re adjacent to the big Choc-
olate Mountain Gunnery Range, and an 
airplane or a group coming from any 
part of the United States to train can 
get up there and train 365 days a year 
in that good desert air. 

We also have that wonderful farming 
constituency, probably the most pro-
ductive land in the world, acre-for- 
acre, under irrigation from the Colo-
rado River. It’s a place where we have 
lots of people with great character. 
And communities like Brawley and El 
Centro and Calexico and Imperial and 
lots of other wonderful communities in 
Imperial County. 

Running that entire county for our 
office was a wonderful lady named Car-
ole Starr. I lost the Valley a few years 
ago, Imperial Valley, in redistricting, 
but Carole Starr was such a fantastic 
person, and today is quite ill, she’s 
under the weather right now and is 
home resting in Imperial County with 
a very difficult ailment. But I just 
thought it would be important to take 
the floor and talk about Carole for a 
minute because she was such a big part 
of our operation in Imperial County 
and such a wonderful leader in that 
county. 

b 2230 
You know, I had a pretty full office 

in San Diego County and usually seven 
or eight folks there in the office. Car-
ole Starr ran the Imperial County of-
fice all by herself, and whether you 
were a person of means in Imperial 
County, or if you just hitchhiked in 
and just came in off of the freeway off- 
ramp, you could walk into our congres-
sional office in Imperial Valley Airport 
in Imperial and knock on that door, 
and Carole Starr would greet with you 
with a smile and say, ‘‘How can I be of 
service to you?’’ 

And Carole weathered all these very 
difficult issues that we had, from the 
carnal bunt disease that took down our 
green crop one year, to the myriad 
problems with the Colorado River, the 
desalinization plant there at Yuma, the 
ongoing water struggles that always 
engulfed California politics, and of 
course, all of the day-to-day work that 
you find in any congressional office 
where you have folks that need to get 
that Social Security check or make 
sure that they get that particular vet-
erans’ service or have some help with 
the IRS. 
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